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and the German resolutions and also on an Italian resolution which,
approved the principle of the standardization of armies but laid stress
on the importance of limiting material. The French resolution was
carried by twenty-one votes (including those of the British and
American delegates), with a large number of abstentions. The
Italian resolution received five votes, but the German delegation
was alone in supporting its own resolution—a position of isolation
the significance of which was not missed by Herr Nadolny and his
colleagues.
Having thus decided in principle in favour of the standardization
of Continental armies, the General Commission went on to discuss
the proposed new system in greater detail. Between the 27th February
and the 6th March a number of questions concerning effectives were
disposed of provisionally by majority votes. Thus it was decided that
standardization should not apply to forces stationed overseas j1 that
in calculating the period of service account must be taken of pre-
military training and of instruction given outside the army (that is, in
f para-military' associations); that police of a military character must
be included in computing effectives; that the coexistence of a pro-
fessional army and a short-service force must be avoided; and that
effectives stationed at home should be divided into reducible and
irreducible components intended respectively for purposes of defence
and of police. The appearance that the Conference was making head-
way on the question of effectives was illusory, however, for the large
number of abstentions on votes of any importance, combined with
the consistent opposition of the German delegation, which received
some support from the representatives of Italy, the U.S.S.R., Austria,
and Hungary, made it clear that agreement on terms which could be
embodied in a disarmament convention was still far to seek, Herr
Nadolny had strongly opposed the decision to exclude colonial and
overseas forces from the standardized system and had suggested
that forces stationed near the mother country ought to be subject
to the same rules as the home forces. He was supported in this by
the Italian delegate, whose Government shared the apprehensions
was smoothed out, however, by a conversation between Mr. Henderson and
Herr Nadolny.
1 A sub-committee was appointed, however, to consider whether effectives
stationed overseas should be divided into reducible and irreducible components.
Most of the members of this sub-committee were representatives of Powers
•which possessed colonies, but it also included a German representative. A
reference which was made by Monsieur Sarraut, the French Minister for the
Colonies, during the discussion, to the possible collaboration of non-colonial
Powers in the development of overseas territories was received with pleasure
in Germany, though it was the subject of some criticism in France.

